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SENATOR EUGENE McCARTHY

HUGH DOWNS: The U. S. Senatie 1s engaged in an inter-mural
debate on extending its watch-dog contiol of the Central Intslll-
genoce Agency. The Forelgn Relations Committee has voted to have
{%a own members share in the control of the CIA. The move has
been opposed by the Chairman of the Subcommitiee now charged with
that responsibllity.

Leading the effort to broaden membershlp of the watch-dog
conmittee 1s Democratic Senator Eugene MeCarthy, of Minnesota.
Senator McCarthy is 1n our Washington studio this morning, with
NBC News ocorrespondent Robert Goralski. Gentleman?

ROBERT GORALSKI: Good morning, Senator. Senator, 1t seoms
to me this is more of a jJurisdictlonal dispute., There 1la some-
thing deeper ~- what is 1t -« why 1s the agitation at the present
time for expandling the watch-dog role?

SENATOR McCARTHY: The PForelgn Relations Committee, I think,
ls -« bellieves very strongly that the CIA role has greatly
expanded over the last ten or twelve years, from being a simple
kind of intelligence agency and information gathering agency, and
an agency of limited operation, to & major force in the formulation
of forelgn policy. As you know, some of those who are opposed %o
expanding the supervisory commlttee say that the CIA does not make
forelgn policy.

Well none of us have really sald that. Our difficulty has
been, we've had to try to answer to charges which are attrlibuted to
us which we have not mada -~ but 1t does have a great Influence 1in
the developwsnt of foreign poliecy, and certalnly does also does
execute sows foreign policy, under the direction of the President,
under %the direction of the Secretary of State, the Secretary of
Defense. I think this 1s irrelevant really. The baslc question
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i1s this, whether or not the Foreign Relations Committee «- which
1s the instrument of the Senate, in dealing with foreign polioy,
not just developing policy, but the execution of it -- should not
be given the same kind of information sbout the operation of the
Central Intelllgence Agenoy that is now given to members of the
Armed Services Committes and to the Appropriations Commlttes,
We're not a sking for any more information, or any different kind
of information from what they're giving to the repressentatives of
these two commlttees, to which the CIA now reports. '

GORALSKI: Do you have any specific complaints against the
CIA?

SEN. McCARTHY: Oh I think that there are a number of specific
complaints -~ these are really not so very important. Even & hough
the CIA was operating perfectly, I would be of the opinion that we
85ill ought to be exercising soms supervision over it, as the
foreign policy and forelgn rslations commlttee of the United Statos
Senate. Some people have been properly disturbed over two or three

things that indicate CIA activities == not just overseas, but here
in the Unlited States 1tself, involving non-governmental
institutlons. The publicity given to the use of sowe of the
university groups, in relation to CIA activities, eitther the
Instruments of the CIA or in some cases i1ts cover for the CIA.
This is an operating or a functional aspect which I think we
ought to be ooncerned about, and then partiecularly the publication
in the Poreign Affairs quarterly, of an article dealing with Viet
Nam, but written by a mewber of the Intelligence Agenocy itself,
who 1s not identifled. You can't quite say it's propaganda -- he
way be .a very obJeotlve student or acholar, but no one really
qulte expeots CIA mewbers to bs writing articles without being
identified in journals for circulation in the United States.

GORALSKI: Well, Senator, 1t would seem that many of the
people who oppose the role of ths Foreign Relations Commlttee
in supervising the CIA is a result of the fact that baslocally
members of the Foreign Relations Committes tend to be more
"dove-ish"” in their approach.

SEN. McCARTHY: Well I don't know. There are some members
of the Porelign Relations Commlittee who are *dove~ish." I think
1f you had a vote on any of the issues relating to Viet Nam,
you'd probably have two or thrse to one vote ln favor of the
Administration's position in the Forelgn Relations Committee.
There are two or three members of the committee who gpe quite

outspoken, but this 1s really & very small minority of the total

committee,

But, Bob, this concern about the CIA, and your questlon

faot
about speoific complaints is -- ought to be related to the

that whgz we're recommending today was really proposed 1n a
gomewhat more severe and far-reaching form as long ago as 1955,

by the Hoover Commission and thelr look at 1% was -=- I suppose
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you'd say somewhat detached and objective in terms of the manner
in which our government ought to work, And they recocmmended ve
strongly in 1955 that 8 Jjoint commlittee of the House and Senate

be established, which would have the responsibility of supervising
and giving direction to the Central Intelligence Agency. I think
their case was a good one then, and it's a good one today, We'rs
not seeking to go quite that far, but simply %o expand the super-
vision so as to give the Foreign Relatlons Committee at leaat the
ssme kind of information that's going to other committees.

GORALSKI: Senator, do you have any philosophical views of
your own on whether this eountry, & dewocracy, should have a
CIA? That type of organization? '

SEN. McCARTHY: I think we have to have an intelligence
agency of sowe kind, I have some reservations as to whether
or not 1ts activities ought to be &s extensive as the
whether 1t ought to reach out and attempt to cover soym:g;' and
relatively unimportant -- what appesr to be ~- insignificant
fields of operation. If thils were a small country that had to
live by 1ts intelligence agency, it might be understandable.
In any case I think the Foreign Relatilons Commlttee members, if
they were lncluded in the supervisory group, would be asking some
hard questlons about some of the things that we are quite sure
are being done, raising questions &s to whethor they are ad-

vlisable in terms of broad American policies and international
objestives. v

GORALSKI: Your statement on questions, Senator, the
Forelgn Relationa Commitiee has had some very tough questions
that have been posed to Seoretary of Defense McNamara, Seoratary

of State Rusk, on.. Viet Nam, Do you anticecipate th
Relations comﬁittee will expand its inquirypinto Vgeggggégg
pollcy at thls point? N

SEN. McCARTHY: Well I dont't know as we will at this point.

I expect that if things continue as they are, and if therels

no clarification or no progress, or if there is some significant,
might say, qualitative kind of change in our lnvolvement, that
the committee would at that polnt, agein hold additional hearings
with reference to Viet Nam. We have in any case, not fore-
closed the possibility of additional hearings, but I would
expect that we would probably not continue them unless there

was some significant change or some new information develop
which would make 1t possible for us to hold constructive
hearlings.

GORALSKI: What do you think of the situation there today,
with the Buddhists and Ceneral Ky at odds again, and now it's
getting to the point where people are being killed in large
numbers.

SEN. MoCARTHY: Well, it's so difflcult to pass jJudgment,
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one can really always sympathize with the Administration, the
people who are responsible for immedlate declsions. It seems to
reflect rather strongly and indlcate that sowe of the things that
have been sald about the situation in Viet Nam, not just 1ln the
last six months, but over the last year, the laat year and s half
said with a great deal of cerftainty by certaln spokeamen, resally
did not have much subsgtance. I thlnk it just causes you to bse
concarned, and worried, and creates all nds of doubts as to any
very successful resolution of the problem in South Viet Nam.

GORALSKI : Where do you see that wefre going, in Viet Nam,
Senator? Do you see any possible hope?

SEN. MoCARTHY: Well, I don't know that anyone =~ I notice

that the Secretary of State says that you really -~ I don't know
vhat the new phrase is ~- whether you can't see the light at the

end of the tunnel, or whether therefs a new figure of szpeech.

I think the iumedliate prospect is for an increase in the number of
men that we have committed in Viet Nam, and for an intensification
of the wmilitary effort.

GORALSKI: Do you agree with that policy, that proapect?

SEN. McCARTHY: I dontt know whether I agree or disagree.

I think this is -~ my earlier position was that we ought to
%1m1tbthe gu::er woe commit, I think this is astill -~ this would
ave been vettler, say, let's hold on for a year ar and
without this great commitment, without an e%foré ZZ accompgigglf’
vietory by the commitment of & half million men and all kinds of
munitions and supplies. If as so often sald by those who are
supposed to be experts in thls, the North Vietnamese asnd the Viet
Cong and the Chinese, belleve that Amerlca will try to win a quilck
victory, whereas thelr position is that they can hold on year after
yoear after year -- that what we're doing now is really trylng to
win a quick viotory, which 18, 1t would seem to me to be pnlaying
into at least their strategy.

If we had indicated -- look, we're going to be here, have
100,000 men, or 150,000 men -~ I suppose the enclave idea, 1if you
are allowed your own definition of an enclave, which they never
allowed Gavin, you know, the critics immedlately told you what he
meant by an enclave ~- didn't let him tell you what he meant -~

that we would be & presence there, we were going to not allow them
to take over, and if we'd been wiillng to make %hia kind of effort

for a year or two, or indicate that we were there indefinitely, 1t
would have been a better pollcy.

GORALSKI: Thank you very much, Senator Eugene MeCarthy, of
Minnesota =-- now back to Hugh Downs, in New York.

DOWNS: Our thanks to Senator McCarthy, and Bob Goralski . . .
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